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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1 . The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

Election/Restrictions 

2. Applicant's election of Species 1 (Claims 1-10 and 17-19) in the reply filed on 
March 21, 2008 is acl<nowledged. Because applicant did not distinctly and specifically 
point out the supposed errors in the restriction requirement, the election has been treated 
as an election without traverse (MPEP § 818.03(a)). The Applicant appears to argue that 
there are small differences between the Species 1-3 and that should be considered 
together. The Examiner understands that the structures in the different embodiments are 
different since Species 1 presents a portable phone where the camera can be pivoted 
relative to the phone, the camera being located on the top rear portion of the body of the 
phone, while in Species 2, the phone is a foldable phone, wherein the camera is 
integrated to a portion of the foldable phone and when the phone is folded exposes the 
display of the phone through a window on the body having the camera. Species 3 is 
different from Species 1 and 2 because it is a foldable phone where the wherein a portion 
having a window and a display rotates all the way to the rear of portion where the number 
keys are located so that the camera is exposed through the window. Therefore, the 
Examiner understands that the requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made 
FINAL. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented ordeschbed in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use 
or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

4. Claims 1, 2, 9 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Heurtaux, US 2002/0077069 A1. 

Regarding claim 1, Heurtaux discloses a handheld electronic device (Fig. 2a), 
comprising: a first casing (Fig. 2a: 1) having a front surface (See figs. 2a and 2b) and a 

rear surface (See fig. 2b), a display screen (Fig. 2a: 7) being mounted on the front 
surface; a second casing (Fig. 2a: 4) pivoted to the rear surface of the first casing about a 
hinge section (See figs. 2a and 2b; page 1, H 0016); and an image-capturing apparatus 
(Fig. 2a: 2) set up on the second casing for capturing an image, wherein the image- 
capturing apparatus is set up at a distance away from the hinge section between the first 
casing and the second casing (As shown in fig. 2a, the image-capturing apparatus 2 is set 
up at a distance away from the hinge section between the first casing 1 and the second 
casing 2), and the second casing is permitted to move between first and second positions 
(See fig. 2b), wherein at the first position, the second casing is received in the rear surface 
of the first casing (Note in fig. 2b that in one of the positions the casing is received in the 
rear surface of the first casing), and at the second position, the second casing is located 
outside the first casing and the image-capturing apparatus and the display screen face a 
same direction (Note in fig. 2b, in a different position, the second casing is located outside 
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the first casing and tlie image-capturing apparatus and tine display screen face a same 
direction) (Page 1, 110016-0019). 

Regarding claim 2, Heurtaux further discloses that the image-capturing apparatus 
and the display screen each face a different direction when the second casing is at the 
first position (As shown in fig. 2b in one of the positions, the image-capturing apparatus 2 
and the display screen each face a different direction. This is when the image-capturing 
apparatus 2 is rotated so that it faces to the rear of the handheld device) (Page 1 , H 001 6- 
0019). 

Regarding claim 9, limitations in claim 9 are similar to the limitations in claims 1 
and 2. Therefore, limitations have been discussed and analyzed in claims 1 and 2. 

Regarding claim 17, limitations in claim 17 are similar to the limitations in claims 1 
and 2. Therefore, limitations have been discussed and analyzed in claims 1 and 2. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 

in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the 
prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention 
was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability 
shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 3-8, 10, 18 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Heurtaux, US 2002/0077069 A1 in view of Fuchimukai et a!., US 
Patent 6,741,287 B1. 
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Regarding claim 3, Heurtaux does not explicitly disclose that the rear surface of 
the first casing comprises a hinge-accommodating groove accommodating the second 
casing, the groove having an opening through a top wall of the first casing, the image- 
capturing apparatus extending through the opening when the second casing is located at 
the second position. 

However, the concept of having a handheld device comprising a moving element 
that rotates about a hinge that is located in a groove that stores the moving element at a 
position and allows the moving element to extend through the opening of the groove when 
positioning the moving element to another position is taught in the Fuchimukai et al. 
reference. Fuchimukai et al. discloses an electronic camera (Fig. 1), comprising a monitor 
device (Fig. 1 : 100), said camera comprising a hinge-accommodating groove (Fig. 1:14) 
accommodating the casing of the monitor device (See figs. 1 and 2), the groove having an 
opening through a top wall of the first casing (See groove 14 having an opening through a 
top wall of the camera casing), the monitor device extending through the opening when 
the monitor casing is located at the second position so that that the camera and the 
monitor device each face a different direction when the second casing is stored in the 
groove (this reads as a first position first position) (Col. 4, line 25 - col. 5, line 64). 

While it may not be explicitly stated in Fuchimukai et al. that the concept of having 
a monitor device rotating about a camera device can be adapted or applied to an 
electronic device having the camera rotating about the body of the electronic device 
having the display in it, it is well known to a skilled artisan that the handheld device in 
Heurtaux and the camera in Fuchimukai et al. are in the same field of endeavor as they 
are both image photographing devices and are reasonably pertinent to solving the 
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problem of storing a portion of an electronic device into the main body of the electronic 
device, and would have commended themselves to an artisan addressing such a problem. 
In re Clav . 966 F.2d 656, 658, 23 USPQ2d 1058, 1060 (Fed. Cir. 1992). Furthermore, the 
Examiner understands that the use of known technologies or applications in electronic 
cameras may prompt variations of it in either similar devices as well as different devices in 
different field of inventions based on particular limitations, advantages found in the known 
art, design incentives of other market forces. 

Therefore, taking the combined teaching of Heurtaux in view of Fuchimukai et al. as 
a whole, it would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to apply the concept of having a handheld device comprising a 
moving element that rotates about a hinge that is located in a groove that stores the 
moving element at a position and allows the moving element to extend through the 
opening of the groove when positioning the moving element to another position is taught 
in the Fuchimukai et al. reference to modify the handheld device in Heurtaux to have the 
rear surface of the first casing comprises a hinge-accommodating groove accommodating 
the second casing, the groove having an opening through a top wall of the first casing, the 
image-capturing apparatus extending through the opening when the second casing is 
located at the second position. The motivation to do so would have been to allow storage 
of the camera device to the main casing of the handheld device while also allowing to 
rotate the second casing so that the image-capturing device and the screen are able to 
face either the same direction or different directions and to reduce the size of the camera 
as taught in Fuchimukai et al. (Col. 1, line 51 - col. 2, line 12, col. 15, lines 46-67). 
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Regarding claim 4, the combined teacliing of Heurtaux in view of Fucliimukai et al. 
as discussed and analyzed in claim 3 further teaches that the top wall of the first casing 
has an extension plate (As shown in fig. 1 , front rear detection pin 56a that extending from 
the top portion of the camera) over the opening, and the second casing has a groove (Fig. 
2: 110) accommodating the extension plate when the second casing is at the second 
position (Note that the pin is accommodated in the groove when the monitor is rotated into 
the position that allows to have the camera and the monitor to face in the same direction; 
see fig. 2; col. 7, line 45 - col. 8, line 57). The Examiner understands that although the 
Fuchimukai et al. discloses a pin and not a plate, one of an ordinary skill in the art would 
find obvious at the time the invention was made to alter the shape of the pin into any form 
as needed as a matter of design choice since the detector would operate with the same 
results. Grounds for rejecting claim 3 apply here. 

Regarding claim 5, the combined teaching of Heurtaux in view of Fuchimukai et al. 
as discussed and analyzed in claim 3 further teaches that when the second casing 
(monitor casing in the Fuchimukai et al. reference) is at the second position, the second 
casing tightly abuts against an edge of the top wall of the first casing (Note that the 
monitor casing in Fuchimukai et al. abuts against an edge of the top wall of the main 
casing as shown in fig. 2). Grounds for rejecting claim 3 apply here. 

Regarding claim 6, the combined teaching of Heurtaux in view of Fuchimukai et al. 
as discussed and analyzed in claim 3 further teaches that the image-capturing apparatus 
has a lens (Heurtaux, page 1, H 0015; Fuchimukai et al., fig. 2: 12). Grounds for rejecting 
claim 3 apply here. 
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Regarding claim 7, the combined teacliing of Heurtaux in view of Fucliimukai et al. 
as discussed and analyzed in claim 3 further teaches that the handheld electronic device 
has wireless communication capability (Heurtaux, page 1 , H 0015-0017; page 2, H 0025- 
0029; page 3, If 0034-0035). 

Regarding claim 8, the combined teaching of Heurtaux in view of Fuchimukai et al. 
as discussed and analyzed in claim 3 further teaches that the handheld electronic device 
is a mobile phone (Heurtaux, page 1 , H 0015-0017; page 2, H 0025-0029; page 3, H 0034- 
0035). 

Regarding claim 10, limitations have been discussed and analyzed in claim 3. 

Regarding claim 18, limitations have been discussed and analyzed in claim 3. 

Regarding claim 19, the combined teaching of Heurtaux in view of Fuchimukai et 
al. as discussed and analyzed in claim 3 further teaches keys (See Heurtaux, fig. 1 : 20) on 
the first casing for manipulating the image-capturing apparatus. Grounds for rejecting 
claim 3 apply here. 

Contact 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nelson D. Hernandez whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-731 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00 A.M. to 5:30 P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lin Ye can be reached on (571) 272-7372. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding tine status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications Is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866- 
217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN 
USA OR CANADA) or 571 -272-1 000. 

Nelson D. Hernandez 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2622 

NDHH 
July 3, 2008 

/Lin Ye/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2622 



